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■ • PREFACE 

This report is part o^a series that examines AoA'sresearch m . 
program. The purpose hereHs to document some-of the^ield ^ 
from Title W-B funds. *lt is designed to complement related J 
v^brk.of the gerontological Research Institute (GRI) on the/ 
..utilisation of AoA-sponsored. research, which is supported^nder 

AoA' Award No, 90-AR-2*173., 
* - - .•■ . * 
. . i * - \ * • < 

Ths information for this report was provtded by ove'r 100 
AoA^supported researchers, who responded to our inquiry - 
by sending a Ifct erf all the products from their Title/1 V-B 
research projects. Several people were also interviewed by 
telephone during January and February,! 981 ^ Especially helpful 
in this regard were^larjlyn Block^CarroIl Estes, Richard * 
Douglass, Sandra Howell, and Raymond Sternberg, who provided 
the details for the vignettes in this report.' AM" of the above 
assistance notwithstanding, the authors alone are responsible, for 
. the content of this report. „ 



CAPSULE SUMMARY r 

Critics and supporters of social research programs both 
ask: "What is the practical utility of federally sponsored 
research?" This report helps to answer that question for , 
the Administration'^ on Aging (AoA). It summarizes the 
findings*from a study of the products ind uses of research 

• furtded under Title IV-B of the Older Americans irct. 

* * -.1 . ^ - ■ * - ' 

*■ • < 

«One major finding is that JinaJ reports are only a small s 
; portion of • the yi^ld of Title IV-B funds. Our study shows 
that grantees produce many other products. In all # we 4 
discovered 1,149 products* m a sample of 99Jitle IV-B 

projects: • 

V\ • ; * , * 

A second major'finding is the extensive use to which Title 
IV-B* research has been put. §ome of the uses were made by . 
the original researchers. Most were made by'practitiqners, 
policymakers, journalists, and others. The case for. .the effective- 
ness erf AoA's research "program was persuasive. " 



A,third finding is the apparent {importance of oral presenta- 
tions in get ting researcji findfhgs used. The strogg association 
between oril presentations and research utijizatior/ is striding. 
In contrast, the final report appears to be relatively unimportant 
in the utilization process. Projects that produced qnly a final 
report had' no documented instances of utilization. 

This report represents one of the fevy efforts that has beerj 
made to inventory the full range of products and uses of a 
* social research) program. % .The' findings merjt attention. They 
may help policymakersrand administrators to increase the 
.payoffs^of their sponsored research. 



'I: INTRODUCTION * , 



Critics and supporters of social research programs both ask: 
"What js trre practical utility of federally sponsored research?" 
This report helps to answer that question for the Administra- 
, tion ori Aging (AoA). It summarizes the findings from a study 
of the products and uses of research' funded under Title IV-B 
of the Older Americans Act. * . 

. One major finding is that^finaf reports represeVt only a small 
portion of the yield of Title IV-B funds. Final ceportt are not- 
as often assumed-the.only product of research. Qur study o\ 
ApA grantees shows that they produce man(; other products. 
In all, we discovered 1,149 products^ a sanWof 99 IV-B 
projects. We found 23 different types of products. » 

A*second;major finding is the extensjve use to which IV-B 
research has been put. Some of the uses were made by the 
original researchers. Others were made by practitioners, < 
policymaker*, journalists, etc. We fotfnd 228 documented * 
instances of use in the sample, We found 17 different types 
— ef a ppl i c a tions. Th e numb e rs of products and their a pplic a t i o ns 
are showrrin Table 1. • 

A third finding is- the apparent importance of oral presenta- 
tions in getting research-findings used. We cannot determine if 
the^ral Rresentatioqs^caused" utijization/but the strong asso- 
ciation between the two is striking. In contrast; the, final report 
appears to-be relatively unjmportanjt in the utilization process. $ 
. Projects that produced only a final report had no documented 
instances of , utilization. * * " 



TABLET ' 

Products and Uses of^Title IV-B Research 
■„ — — — - — 



" ■ 

•' * 






Category . "V . 
v ~ 


Number / 


Percent 




— ^sT 

f v. 




PRODUCTS OF RESEARCH 




Written „ . 


566 


49.3% 


Oral 


583 


50.7% 


TOTAL 


* 1,149 

-3 


100.0% 


r - i 

USES OF RESEARCH \ 






Uses by knowledge distributors • „ ^ 


84 


36.8% 


Uses by Practitioners, policymakers^ 


j • 


47.8% 


other researchers ' , 


109 


- - Uses by original researchers 


35 


15.4% 


■ r 

.TOTAL • • 

* I. 


228 


100.0% 



Theinformatipn fpr this study was provided by the Title 
IV-B researchers'who carried out these projects. We asked the 
investigators to sencfan annotated resume or a list of products * 
and applications of their IV-8 research. TJiis report is based 
on responses for 99 awards, or 22 percent of the total awards t 
made by AoA between 1968 arid 1980. The procedures we used 
fdr collecting and analyzing the.data are discussed in Appendix A. 

This study represents one of the few times that an attempt • 
has been made to gather information on the uses of research. 1 
Because of th e*fundamental importance o f promoting utillza- 
lionlnThe management of researcfr programs, such jnformation ~ 
should be assembled on a regular, basis. " - . 



» « 
j Inquiries were made of the National ^Science Foundation. thVNatfonat" 
. institutes of Health, the National Institute of Justice, the National , 
Institute of Education, the National Endowment for the Humanities, 
and the National Institute, of Mental Health. Only the National 
» Institute of Mental Health (NIMH) maintains a systematic information 
system to monitor the products and results of its research. Others 
require that grantees report on all of the written documents of their 
research, but pot on the known applications. The form used by NIMH 
in documenting knpwn applicationsand products is included in 
Appendix B. The information is used as a toof f oh describing the - 
accomplishments of NIMH and developing new research priorities. An 
example is the report of NIMH's Division of Extramural Research Programs, 
"Major Accomplishments, 1970-1980: Priorities ancf Plan for Extra- 
mural Investments. FY81 ." 
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11: THE PRODUCTS OF TITLE IV BIfTE^RCH^ 




» 

5 
i 


The number and variety of the products from Title 1 V-B 
research^ quite large-much larger thah\w£ had expected. 

* The,99 awards in our sample produced 202 published reports, ' * 
364 unpublished retorts, and583 oral presentations of the 

* research results. 2 kmore detailed .breakdown is presented in 
Table 2. - ' 

* * <> 

The number of products per award varies from one to 74. . 

Table 3 Drovides the mmnlptp Hictrihntinn -fnr tho oi*»^r<-ir ir» 
w r" *** ■ vjv»j me wuiiipicic uibii tuuiiuij lur ine awaros in 

our sample. Although most'(67) of the awards produced ten 

or fewer products, the sample also includejkour projects that % 

generated over 50 products. The median number of products 

per award is 7. . , 


* 

• > 


: ' . ^ 


The 202 published products include 1 00 journal articles and * 
18 books. To'gether, these articles and books account for ten „ 






percent. of the products. (The list of books for which we have 
titles is provided in AppendixC.) 

The 364 Qnpublished documents in thesample include final 
j-eports and interim reports, to AoA, as welLas handbooks, 
manuals, and other reports. They constitute 32 percept of the* 
products. Tfie 89 final reports are not orjly a minority of *' 
products (eight percent), they also are a minority of the ' \ 
written products (16 percent). Treating final reports as'the 
typical product of Tesearch clearly is inappropriate. *l 




. . • ? 

■« 


c 


* 


r-c; -rs . . 

Unpublished" reports include firiaf reDorts , 'Puhlishf>rf' , rennr** *r* # 
only those produced by a publishing house, university pressor the 
U.S. Government Printing Office. 

• . . r . 











/ 






c 


TABLES 
" The Products of AoA Research 








* ' 

f Type of Product 


9 Number of 
* Products 


Ptrctot of 
Total Products 
(N- 1.149) 


Number 
of Awards 
(N -99)* 


WRITTEN {UNPUBLISHED) (N -90 Avwds) 
Finei Report to AoA 
Interim Rtport to AoA 
Other "Reports 
Htndbbokor Manuel 
Othtr Unpublished Materiel 


89 
24 
. 189 
49 
13 


— V 

7 7 
2.1 
1K4 
4.3 
« 1.1 


71 
14 

50 
J2 
7 




SUBTOTAL 364 


31.6 





WRITTEN (PUBLISHED OR ACCEPTED FQR PUBLICATION) 
(N - 57 Awards) W 

Newspaper Article 

Newsletter Art tele 

Journal Art icle , < 
Book 

Chapter(s) of Book 
MeotzJne Article 
. *Hendbook or Manual 

Othtr Publrihad.MsterujI • 



/ 



100 
18 
44 

2 
10 
13 



.6 
J 
8.7 
1.6 
3.8 
.2 
S 
1*1 



SUBTOTAL 202. 



17.6 



- ORAL PRESENTATIONS (N • 75 Aw»rd») 
Formal Conference Presentation * 
' CV»#rConfertnctPmint»tton • . 
Conorosionai Testimony 
Public Norv Federal Ttsiimony 

„ Oth«LF_idftraLT«timonyJAo A, courts. etcJ~. 



277' 
57 
17 
91 

I4_ 



Course (s) Taught 
Gutst Lecturer 
Media Appearance 
Videotape 
Other 



16 
44 

49 

5 
13 



24.1 
5.0 

.7.9 



1.4 
3.8. 
4.3 
.4 
1.1 



2 
5 
38 
15 
22 
2 
6 



66 
15 
12 
•21 



•7 
17 
10 

3 V 



SUBTOTAL ' 583 



♦ This column lists the number of awards for *vfi*ch each type of product was reported. 
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TABLE 3 

• 






* * Number of Produces Per Award. . ' f * . ' 


) 


No. of 


» • 

Ntf.of 


J f 


Products • 


Awards 






* . 




• ♦ 

8^ - 


• • 

♦ 


2 


, 10 . % > 




3 






4 


9 . * 


.» % • ■ 


b j 

i 

♦ 6 / 


9 • e . ' • 
7 . ^ 


i 


' . 7 * i£ 


5 ' - , * 




8 


2 , , 




9 


2 




10 ^ 


6 . 




11 


3 ; 




12 


3 ' ■ . 




13 


2 ~ 




16 


2. ' | ' « 




17 s * 


2'. 




18 , 


2 




19 ** 


2 




20' 


1 «< ^ 




21 


2 






V 


* 


24 


1 . 




*29 V> 


» 1 




31 


I 




* . 32 ' . # ' 


1 

1 






1 




35 - 








* * - 

2 < ' 


* 


' > 42 


1 ' _ ' \ ' • . : 




51 


i » :< 




* 53. * 


1 " 


* * • 


60 


• i • , * 




74' 


• r 
1 : - 


* * * 


\ 


1 i ■ . r %\ 


c' * * 




/ \ 


'V# * 








•/ v " '. 5 • ' 




\: ERIC ' 




22 ' ;' ' J 


— ----- 







There were more oral presentations of. the research (51 per- . 
cent) than all other products cambined. This is the«most common 
>form of dissemination in the sample. It is also a kind of activity 
that the Gerontological Research Institute has found to be r 
especially effective in increasing the utilization of research. In 
case studies of highly utilized research, a recurrent characteris- 
tic, was frequent face-to-face communication between the pro- 
ject staff and thojpotential users of the research. 3 



3 See ftobert K. Yin and Ingrid Heinsohn, The Uses of Research Spon- 
sored by the Administration on Aging (AoA), Case Study No. 1* . 
• Transportation Services for the Elderly, September 19£0; Robert K, 
Yin and Ingrid Heinsohn, The. Usesof Research Sponsored by the 
Administration on Aging (AoA), Case Study No. 2i Older America J 
Resources and Service's (OARS), November I980;and Roberta^. 
Cronin and Ingrid HeinsoKn, The Uses of Research Sponsored by the 
Administration on Aging (AoA), Case Study No. 3: Volunteer Sur- 
veys of Nursing Homes, May 1 981 . 



• III: THE USES OF TITTLE IV-B RESEARCH . 

The findings from Title. IV-B research have been applied in 
numerous practical settings. The'surveyrevealed 228 instances ' 
of use. 4 there are 84 cases of the projects being cited in the 2 
media: There-»are 109 cases of the research* findings being used 
by practitioners, policymakers or other researchers. And there 
are 35 cases of projects leading to related research awards. " 
Table ^summarizes the number and diversity of research appli- 
cations. " * . 
. W- JS - . . ^ 

All of the major television networks have broadcast news 
stories*based on research supported by'AoA. Local stations, 
in a number of jcijMes-incJju^ 

Washington, D.C./^ev/ York City-also have featured AoA 

research findings.. Thirteen of the 99 projects Were used as a 
-basi$^or~newspaperstpries~Both pf -the major wire^ervices, 

as^well as several leading newspapers acrosslhe country, have ' . 

published articles based on Title IV*B research. One project ' 
. was'discussed in a U.S. J(e\to and World. Report article. Two 

Sthers were used as the basis far .an artid&fihs 'Newsweek./ 

(Appendix C gives details on the projects that received media 

attentidh.') 4 « 



^The data on uses of Title fy : B research are likely to be underestimates ot 
actual use. For various reasons,- researchers are often unaware oi all ~J 
the instances in which their research findings are applied. Also, our 
coding procedures were designed to avoid over-counting. If the 

, .respondent reported, for example, that the research had, been used by 
several different researchers as r the.basis'f or. other research, only one 
"use ' was coded. Only if the usesTwere clearly different were they 

, corJed more than once. ^ 1 * V 
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TABLE 4 * * 
The Uses of AbA Research v 


Type of use 


Number > 
of Uses • 


Percent 
of Total 
(N • 228 ) % 


Number 
of Awards 
(N»99»* 


1 USES 8Y KNOWLEDGE DISTRIBUTORS (N • 19 Awards) 
Newspaper article (by others) « 

NeyvsUttetarticle . * ^ « ^ 
% Magazine article 

TV or Radio Coverage (not involving appearances) 
Othtf 


11 

3 
\3 

'• 7 


21.9 * 
4.8 
1.3 # 
■ 5.7 " 

3.1 


" 5 # 
3 

• 4 

•5 


^ " " ^ * SUBTOTAL 


84 


36.8 





USES BY PRACTITIONERS, POLICYMAKER S» 

OTHER RESEARCHERS (N - 32, Awards) 

Cited in Others' Courses ^ 

Contributed "to or Cited in Other Researchers' Wdrk 

Used as a Bafis for a Conference 

Used as a Basis for Legislative Action (Federal) 

Used as*a Basis for Legislative. Action (Nonfederal) 

Used as a Basis for New or Different Practices in Program 

v., s .Management or Person nel Training i by Practitioners 
Used by AoA for Subsequent Research Agenda 
■ Other 



7 

31 
9 • 
5 , 

12 

41 

3 
1 



3.1 
13.6 
3.9 
■ 2:2 
5.3 

18.0 
1.3 
.4 



4 

19 
6 
5 

'5 

18 
*1 





SUBTOTAL 
^ * 


109 




47.8 




» 

USeS BY ORIGINAL RESEARCHERS (N 


- 16 Awards) 






1 

* 




Follow-on Grant from AoA 




8 
« 




3.5 


8 


Related Grant from Another Agency 




16 ' 




7,0 * 


9 4 ' 


Related Grant from AoA 


C. * 


' . 5 




Z2 • 


4 , 


Other , * 




. 6 




2.6 


3 


* 


SUBTOTAL 




\ 


15-3 




. • . 'j 


1 m 








< 


• This column lilts the number of awards for, which each type of use was reported. 
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1 * * 










9 \ 




14 



8 
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One third of the project staffs (32 of 99) report that their 
findings have been used jjy, practitioners, policymakers or other 
researchers. Of .these, the largest number of uses is 41 
"contributions to new or different practices in program manage- 
ment or personnel training." Some illustrative examples of^such 
uses are: 5 

. • Jhe Ft. Lincoln. Family Medicine Center and the 
'D.C. General Hospital used the findings from a 
Georgetown University project ("Maintaining the 
Elderly in the Community," 90A1381) to develop 
training courses and assessment procedures for the 
elderly, ' ,* 

• The Department of Labor and the Social Security 
Administration used the findings from an Urban 

' Institute prqject ("The Adequacy of Private 
'Pensions/' 90A1652) to develop policy positions 
on income security. 

• A nursing home in Missouri has adopted the 
recommendations for modifyingjDplicy and prac-. 
tice provided by a University of Missouri project 
("Environmental 1 Constraints on Spatial Orcfoniza- 

* t'ron of Social lnteraction,"J)0AR2058K v 

• The Area Agency on Aging in Kansas City, 
* * Missouri, used the data from a University of . 

MissouVi project ("Urban and Rural Differences 
Among Hispanic Aged," 90AR2077) to train 
. its employees.: , 

• - Numerous* social service agencies in California 
used'the findings on program development of a 
California State University projefct ("Techniques 
of Social Service Provision to the Minority Aged," 

^ 90A1832 and 90A1298). 

. . ■ ^ / ^ . v - 



^Other examples .may be found in the three cass studies cite?! above. 



- • The California Multi-Service Senior Progtam # 
adopted recommendations on program manage* 
ment provided by a University of Southern 
California project ("Research Dissemination and 
. s . Utilization/' 90A31 9). . \ * 

, A number of Title IVB^rojects^ed to^applications in both 
pplicy and practice. Some of the ways that Title I V-B research has 
been used are illustrated in the-follbwingvignette: 

« 

Vignette No. 1 : 

\. , A Massachusetts Institute of Technology project, directed 
by Dr. Sandra Howell, surveyed elderly living in subsidized 
housing jo determine their preferred living environment. 
Among the principal findings are that (1) the elderly prefer 
separate rooms to large, *rr>uiti-purpose rooms,- (2) they have 
more furnijture than other people, (3) their needs sometimjes 
require two bedrooms, and (4) they prefer small community 
rooms. * • « 

The. research has led to applications in both policy and prac* 
tice. As a direct result of the project's findings, the U.S. 
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) 
Changed its floorplan designs. New hojusing contains one* 

' bedroom apartments witrran average of 100 more square , 9 
feet and smaller, more numerous communjt/rooms. further, 
'the State of Massachusetts now requires that five to eight - 
percent of alf HUD-subsidized housing units^contain-two i 

* bedrooms. - * 

Architects not associated with HUD have also applied the * 
findings to their designs, Howell's suggestions affected 
construction in Maverick Square, East Boston, and the 
remodeling of Glouchester Elementary School in Boston for 
use by the elderly.. * * 

During the latter stages of the project, 20 architects partici- 
pated with Howell in a pilot study of knowledge transfer, * 
The architects were from private architectural firms, 
state housing agencies, a State Agency on Aging, and a » 
city planning department. Howell presented the pro- 
ject's findings to the group, and provided technical assis* * 
tance as they designed new housing. The architects 
incorporated the project's findings into their final 
designs, 



The number 1 of uses* reported for .the projects in our sample 
ranged from, none to 29, as shown ih Ta v ble 5. In another ' 
study, we are identifying the factors that account for these 
large differences (with special emphasis on the factors that 
AoA or the grantees may be able to control). We have studied 
Title IV-B. projects that have led to extremely high rates of 
utilization; some common patterns have emerged. 6 



TABLES 

Number of Uses Per Award 

Reported Uses , No. of Award? 



0- 


57 


J 


7 


• 


12 




' 4 


4 V 


• 2 


5 


1 




5 


7 


2 


8 


1 


9 


3 


ia 


1 


14 


2 


26 


1 


29 


1 



■ The present data base does not permit comparable analy- 
ses. Its focus is limited to incidents of use. It does not pro- 
vide the rich detail the case studies afford about the context 
in which the research was conducted, or the special efforts 
made by AoA and the grantees^o promote the application of 
results. We caTi, however, examineVie relationships among 
projects, products, and uses at a descriptive level, with a view • 
to developing hypotheses that AoA may wtsl^to pursue. In 
this chapter, we discuss- fou/ kinds of relationships and some 
possible implications. 

Number and Types of "Products — * + 

v 'We begin with the overall relationship between products and 
uses. Table 6 shows the "profile" of products (published docu- 
ments, unpublished documentjt^nd oral presentations) associated 
with the projects that did or did not lead to practical applica- 
tions. Projects that did result in use were more prolific than 
the others in producing each of the three types o x f products. 
The difference in the number of oral presentations is especially 
striking. 

v , • * : %m - .* 

TABLE 6 * 

The Relationship Bet ween the Types of Uses ahd the Nature of Products 

MEAN NUM8ER OF PRODUCTS PRODUCED BY PROJECTS THAT WERE: 

• '. \ Used by 7~- ^ ~ 

v Used by Practitioners, UsaoVby v 

Knowledge Policy makers. Original , 

TYPE OF * Distributors • Other Researchers Researchers - - Not Used 

PR ODUCT * (N - 19 awards) (N - 32 awards) <N ■ 16 awards) <N "57 awards) 

^4^^$Hecfpc<uments *1.8 '2.9 3.6 > ^ t ,1.5 

Unpublished Documents 4.9 5.3 5 6 2.8 

Orel Presentations 8.7 12.1 14.8 - 2.7 

TOTAL 15.4 20.3 24 0 „ 7.0 - 



* We cannot assumCrthat^the p'reparatidn of a large number of 
products "causes'^frr^ation. Causation works both ways. 
Projects that have sti^^i^ntrinsrc interest or merit to attract, 
the attention of the media, pof&yroakers, practitioners, and 
other researchers are also tho$e4riat most readily lend them- 
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selves to publfctable articl.es ox books, and that are mosHikely 
to stimulate inviraT*ons to conferences or Congressional hear- 
ings. But the magnitude of the differences between used and 
unused research suggests that this is not the only dynamic at 
work. The relationships shown in Table 6 can be construed as 
highly supportive of AoA's recent emphasis on dissemination 
on the part of its grantees. 

To explore this issue further, we looked specifically at the 
two kinds of uses that are most directly related to impact on 
the elderly: use in federal legislation, and use by practitioners^ 
In all, 18 of the projects in our sample resulted in one or bqth 
of these uses. In Table 7, the number of products produced 
by these projects is compared with the number of products 
from studies that did not restilt in either of these uses. The 
differences are not large for written products. But, for oral 
presentations, the difference is substantial. Studies that were 
used by Congress orby practitioners were associated with 
three times as many oral presentations as those that were not 
applied to legislation or practice. 



TABLE 7 * . . ' 

The Relationship Between Prodycts and Uses by Congress and Practitioners 



TYPE'OF " . . 
PROOUCT 

Published Documents 
Unpublished Docume^ 
Oral Presentations 



MEAN NUM8ER OF PRODUCTS PROOUCED 
BY PROJECTS THAT WERE: 



Used by Congress 
o* Practitioners 
<N« 18 awards) 

2.7 



3.5 

'ia.8 



Used bv 

Neither Congress 
Nor Practitioner! 
(N -81 awards) 

1.9 



3.7 
4.3 



TOTAL 



19,0 



% In Table 8, we^xamine the variations in use associated with 
different "profiles" or configurations of products. Four cate- 
gories are considered: Projects- th'at generated all three types 
of products (published TR^Wials, unpublished reportY; and 
oral presentations), projects that omitted published materials, 
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projects that omitted oral.presentations, and' projects that 
omitted both published materials arw oraL-presentatipns. 7 



TABJ.E 8 • , ^ ' 

The Rela tionship Between the Combination x>f Products and Researc h Applications 

MEAN NU*t8£R OF USES OF PROJECTS THAT PRODUCED 



, 0>*» & " Published & Unpublished 

,f vp£ OF » AJI Three Unpublished Unpublished Only 

USE (N • 43 »w»rds> (N * 26 aw*rds> (N • 7 awards) (N - 14 awards) 



UseXJby Knovdedje ♦ 
Ontributors 


1.4 4 


1 0 


00 


• 00 


4 f 

LH*d by Practitioners. 
Policymakers. Other 
Researchers * 


2.0 


.7 ' 


00 


00 


Used by Original 
Researcher* 


7 


2 


00 

\ 


00 


TOTAt 




. *t>8 


#0.0 


0.0 



/The results provide 'further insights into the relationship 
between the nature of research products and the incidence of 
use. There is a strong association between the production of 
published materials and all three types of use (Column 1 vs. 
Cojumn 2). Mpre to the point, there is no reported use what* 
_ever„of projects thatptodMcedjno oral QresenU|tipns (Colu/nns 

3and'4); ' 4 

/ ■ * 

Finally, we turn t^thTclas&Ic producrdf federal research 
grants, the final project report. When we isolate this cate£Cr\j 
what are the characteristics of use? The results are shownjry 
Table 9. the answer seems to .be that the final report aj6ne 
contributes very little to use. This is shown by the comparison* 
of .projects that did and did not produce final reports, aWl accen- 
tuated by-the 'findings for projects that produced only a final 
report. 



^pr four awards, we were unable to identify any unpublished pro- 
duct. Since all grants are associated with some sort of requirement 
for a report to ^oA (unpublished), we chose to treat these four as 
examples of incomplete data rather than as examples of projects 
;that produce no unpublished materials at ajl. • . f> 



TABLE 9 

The Relationship Between Final Reports and Research Applications * 



MEAN NUM8ERPF USESOF PROJECTS THAT PRODUCED* 



Final Report & OnlyOther Only* Final 

^ • Other Products Products Report' 

TYPE OF USE <N-62) * (N-28) ' (N-9) 

Used by Knowledge Distributors '13 .1 QJO 

Used by Practwonerj, Policymakers. ' . • * * " * 

Other Researchers 1.2 1.2 * 0.0 

y 4 

Used by Onjjmaf Researchers .4 .4 q 0 

• • •* » 

TOTAL 2.8 1.8, 0.0 



r 
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m These data suggest that the importance of the final research 
report has been overstated. They do not suggest that final 
reports cannot play a highly effective role when supplemented 
by other means of dissemination. This is illustrated by the 
following vignette: ' ' 

Vignette No. 2 

•The Institute of Gerontology* at the University of Michigan 
completed^ Vtyrionth research project in 1 980, supported 
joirftly by Ao/Vandtne Michigan Department of Social'** 
; 'Services, The work documented the extent and severity of 
» , abuse .of the elderly, an under-investigated subject prior to 
that time. The project was directed by Dr. FJicnard Douglass. 

Amo^g the products of the resea rehire a final report, four- 
conference papers and a newsletter article. Uses of the 
research include an article in Newsweek and an interview on 
the radio program Voice of America. There have' been more * 
than 1,200 requests for the final report, and hundreds of 
requests for the conference papers. . 1 * 
% \ 

Trie research ha* been Used by policymakers, practitioners ^ 
and community leaders. At least 20 state Legislatures have 
requested the project reports to help develop legislation for 
mandatory reporting of elderly abuse. The states include 
Indiana, Ohio; California, and Michigan, pouglass has given , 
testrmcmy before three state legislatures, and commented on 
draft legislation for several states. 

^* . - - 

The "project has also led to concrete innovations in practice « ' ' 
settings^ In Inkster, Michigan, the director of_the local , ; 
' 4 • Retirec^Senior Volunteer Program was inspired by the final 
• report to devefop a qpmmunity task force on senior citizen 
'abuse. The group, composed of 1 7 representatives tfom 
locaf organizations concerned with the elderly, refers local 
residents to appropriate social service agencies. In the * 
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The more typical pattern-i.e., uses iri which prqdl/cts other 
tpan the final report play'the key role-is illustrated by the < 
following vignette; * . - s ^ 

Vignette No. 3 „ • . > 

A University of California project, directed by Dr. Carroll y . . ' « 

Estes*, evaluated the implementation of AoApolicy-at the ' . ' ^ 

State and Ar#a level. The research has contributed to 71 » ' * 

products and applications. ^ ' f * « * 

The project contributed to three unpublished reportiarVd * M • ' % -\ 

13 published documents. The-publistied documents #' r ' * ^ A -'"' 7 

include two books'Yf/je'/Jp/Ttf fif & 

cte /a Viellesse), three special reports to Congress, three , * 

book chapters, and five journal articles. Estes was also the ^ 
gue$t editor for the Generations special issue, "Public 

. Policy" "(published in May -1980). ' * 
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The project was particularly active in. giving oral pre«nta-~ 
tions. Estes gaveitestimony four times before the U.S." 
House & Representatives Subcommittee on Labor-HEW. - 
Appropriations. She also testified twice before the US M ■ fc 

* House of Representatives Select Committed on Aging, and ^ 
'mine times before other federal and^state'leyel officials. ~ ^ 
-She also organized and was the chairperson for Jhe^ j * 

"House and* Senate Stay Conference* on Qesearch^and * , 

Training: Views from the National Institute on Aging (NIAJ ; * J 
•and Nationallnstitute of Mental HeaJth^NIMH).''" * * 

. 'V * V * * # V. 

Inaddition, projeot staff presented' l4.pape*«atp^ofessionaf /• * * T* v 
society meetings, including the International GerorYtolpgical * ' * c / < * 

Association and the International Scciologiwl Association^ £ ^, 
Estes conducted serninarsvbased partially on c Wg efsearjtfh at r , /J* 

Georgia State University, guest lectured^ for th*fee©Jhpr *i/ . , h - „ 

courses,. made five* media appearances, and ga\^hWkey£tfte~- " ^ t 
address at the Gray Panthers Third Biennial Nafronal^ ^ • 7. ^ •« 1 > 

Convention. * » • . i * «/ r *■ , " 

In addition to these direct products, the research led t& k _ * 

innovations in policy and practice settings. State, and Area ^ % * '* . "■ %^ 

Agencies changed theirplanning cycles partial ly^due to the * , 

research findings. Further,-the relationship between the \ _ m * 0 

California Department of Health Services and the ^ ^ & « '\ 7 w 

California Department of Aging was formalized in an t . ^ ^ . 4 

attempt to^mprove the planning process in community * . * • \*F 

health services. The research also contributed to the . 0 ^» - 1 .< 

Older Cajifornians Act, the California equivalent to the I ' , < § «. 

Older Americans Act. The project received one follow-on « jg- * . . » 

* grant from AoAand four related grants from other agencies^ §^ ' \ 
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Elapsed time Since Project Award 

A second set of relationships concerns the time lag associated 
with the various products .apd uses. Table 1 0 shows the relevant 
data. 8 It will be seen that: 

• Unpublished documents and oral presentations ' ' 
follow highly similar production schedules; *f 
published reports lag behind these by roughly 

two years. 

« 

• In the first tKree year^ following the grant 
award, the uses that are made°of the research 
jye predominantly uses by knowledge distribu- 
tors. 



Extensive use by practitioners; policymakers, 
. -and other researchers begins in the third year'P • 
following the award and^continues through tfti 
sixth; uses by the project staff in developing' \ 
foM6w-up projects follow a similar pattern. \ 



1 

This sequence reinforces the findings in related reseafoh that 
interactions between researchers and potential users during the 
early stages of a-proj^rf are important factors in utilization. 9 
The aggregate trend suggests that products precede applications. 
Findings orally presented are communicated through knowledge 
distributors fairly quickly; applications to policy and practice 
follow in subsequent years. 

The cumulative percentages in Table 1 0 have implications 
also for the procedures used in reviewing research projects. They 
indicate which of the many types of products and uses can be 
expected at a given point in time. (Data on the relative lengths 
of these projects would refine these expectations.) Our findings 
suggest that a wide array of other products should.bereviewed 
in addition to the final report, and that a reasonable assessment - * 

{ ; 

^This section discusses aggregate trends. It would have been interesting 
to examine the effects separately for projects of varying lengths ' -* 

^See the-three case studies ;cited above* - 
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TAB LB 10 " . ' 

The Timing of Each of tl\e Major Types of Products and Uses 



PRODUCTS OF THE RESEARCH 



USES OF THE RESEARCH 



Published 
Documents 



T 



Unpublished 
Documents 



Oral • 
Presentations 



Knowledge . 
Distributors 



Practitioners. 
Policy makers. 
Other Researchers 



Time Lag* No. of 
(in years) Products 



3 
4 

$ 

.6 . 
~1 

8 

9 
10 



1 3 . 

19' 

2*1- 
i 

35 
32 
12 
• 8 
8 

2 



TOTAL 



Cumulative 
% 


No. of 
Products 


Cumulative 
% 


No. of 
Products 


Cumulative 
% 


No. of 
Uses 


Cumulative 
% 


No. of* 
Uses 


Cumulative 


No. of 
Uses 


2.0 


• 

4 


2.2 


24 


' 5.3 


a 
O 






6 0 


2 '. 


150 


65 


1 37.9 


129" 


33.8 . 


13 


59.4 


9 


24.0 


4 


~* '3U ' it 


60 


70.9 ' ' 


154 


67.8 ; 


12 


. 96,9 


15 


54.Q v 


, 4 ' 


§5.1 


v » 
27 


' " 85.7 1 • 


76 


84.5 * 


1 


1000 


V 9 


72.0 . 


1 

• 


*76.9 


11 


91.8 


f t 38 


92.9 


0 


100.0 




82.0 ' 


'9 ; 


85.0 


7 


. ■ 95:6, * 


12 


95 6 


0 


100.0 ' 


-8- 


.98.0 


0 


90.5 


•6 


'98-9 


10 


97.8 


0 


ioao 


1 


1000 


1 


95 9 


2 


100.0 




99.3 


0 


100.0 


0 


100.0 


0 . 


98.6 


'i 0 . 


100.0 


-3* 


100.0 


0 


1000 


0 


° 100.0 


0 


' 100.0 


0 


# lOO.tf 


f 

• 0 


100.0 
* • 


0 


1000 




* 100.0 


d 


r ' "leo.o ' 


182 


% 100.0 • 


453 


8 

100/5 


32 


,1000 


> 

50. 


100.0 


21 



Original Researchers 



Cumulative 

' % 



9 5 
28.6 
47.6? 
52.4 
95.2 
95.2 
1000 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 



100.0 



•.Time lag is the number of years alter the award is made. Thus the data for a time iag.pl one year represent the numbe^of pioducts oi uses (hat wercgcneiated during jhc first 
yMr of the award. * WKjiit * ' . * • 

Data were available for 782 of the products and 103 of the Incidents of use. 
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'cannbt be made until the third year after the award. Acorfipfete 
review of a project could not occur-far the average project- „ 
until at least the fifth year after the award. 

Size of the Award 

1 

A third characteristic that is included in our data base (for . 
88 of the 99 projects) is the size of the award. We examined first 
the relationship between size.pf awajd and number of products. 
The results are shown in Table 1 T. As would be expected, the 
larger awar.ds are assobiated with larger numbers of products. 
The two largest awards (pf $1.0 million and $0.9 million) generated* 
57 and 74 products, respectively; the 27 other "large" awards 
(which ranged frbm $204,000 to $547,000) generated an average 
of 1 5.4 Separate products. • ^ 



TABLE 11 



. The Relationship Between Number of Products and Size 
of the Award * * ' 



Size of ' 


No. of 




the Award* x 


Products 


Mean 


Small (N » 29) 


186 


6.4 , 


Medium (N * 30) 1 


" - " 296 


, 9.9 


Large (N«29) 


59a 


20.6 



♦.Small "Under $75,000 
Medium » $75,000 - $200,000* 
Large ■ Over $200,000 . 



'-/"ffcs positive relationship doesv?of extend to use. As will 
'"jbe seen from the tabulation in 'Table. 12, there is no consis- 
tent relationship between incidence v qf use 'and Size of award. 
Indeed, the medium-size awards result in the greatest use in 

•Sthis particular sample. " 

i 



TABLE 12 y 
Size of Award and Use 



- AVERAGE NO. OF USES BY: 



Size of 
the Award 


* 

Knowledge 
Distributors 


Practitioners. 
Policymakers, 

Chhpr Rp«parf"hpr* 

VI MCI PCJCOI^TICI J 


Original 


Small (N ■ 29) . 




0.9 


0.3 . 


Medium (N - 30) 


1.1 • 

\ 


A:. 


0.3 


Ur$e(N-29) 


0.8 


0.6 


I 








Nature of Grantee Institution 
« - 







The final characteristic we examined wis the institutional 
♦affiliation of the grantee. Specifically/we compared awards' 
to universities with ayyards to nonprofit research institutions 
with respect t6 both products and, use. Thl^were 60 awards 
to universities and 31 to non*pto?it research institutions; the 
other eight awards were to.public or social service agencies (6) 
* and*to"private foundations (2). \ * 
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• 

Products Per Award for University and Pgvfate Non- Profit Grantees 




— j — • * 

•University Grantees 
IN -60) 


Nonprofit Grantees 
(N-31) 


Published 




1.1 < 


Unpublished 


.* 3.8 


3.7 


Oral 


- 8.1 


i.e 

v 



The results with respect to the numberof products per award 
are shown in Table 13*. The twp groups of grantees were equally 
prolific in producing unpublished documents. But, in each of 
the other two categories, the difference is Jarge. Researchers 
at universities, when compared to those in non-profit research 
firms, produced per award: <. . 

• twice as many published journal articles, 

0 

1) * . 

20 
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• ' th'reetimcfs as many oral presentation's, 



any on 



• jthree times as many formal conference presen- 
tations, 



five times as many chafers in published books, 



• six times as many informal conference presenta- 



tiqns v and 



• ten^trmes as many public, non-federal testimonies. 6 

These findings i are consistent -with thehepvy emphasis on 
publications and pro f e^i o na I v i si bi I i t y in university settings. 
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TABLE H; > 7 . • 




Uses Per Awarcl for University and Privatp Noh 


•Profit Grantees 


t • 

' • University Grantees 
Instances.ojLUse (N-60) * 


Non-Profit Grantees 


\By Knowledge Distributors 1.1 t 
w 


0.5 


By Practitioners, Policymakers, 

Other Researchers 1.6 


t 

0.2 


^By Original 'Researchers" *" "** " 6.4 , 


0.3 



The differences in incidence of use are equally |^ri king. 

These areshown.in Table 14. Projects ttiaf were carried out 
t at universities, received twice as much coverage l)y knowledge* 

distributors, and led to, eight .times as many applications, by 
. practitioners; policymakers and other researchers^^Some of the 

specific findings of interest are that the 60 universitV'based v 

projects produced: * . ^ 

. • 40 news^ape^articles, and 4 

* • 38 adoptions i of new pr.differ^ht approaches 
• • by practitionbrs. , 

* The'pjctuce that emerges fromrthese cfata is not at all consis- 
^tenfcwfth the sterebtypeof aloof scholars exploring esoteric 



The apparent difference between the products developed . 
at the two kinds of .institutions must be interpreted cautiously. 
It welkmay be that a factor other than the nature of the 
institutipn--e f g., a difference in the types of research carried ' 
out by>tt»i two kinds of Jnstitutions-underlies the findings. JBut 
the-fact-that*university-&ased research i s s used much more widely 
than some believe is real. 



V: SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

This report represents one of the few efforts that has been 
.made tp inventory the full range of products and uses of a 
social research program. The findings ijiertt attention. Some ' 
common assumptions about research'were reinforced.by the, 
data. Others werlPcontradicted. 1 * ■ 

The question that began the study was; What is the practical 
utility of federally sponsored research? The focus of our inter- 
est was the discrete instances of Utilization.. The findings reveal 
that uses occur in larger numbers than might have been pre- 
dicted. There were.41 documented instances of use by practi- 
tioners. There were 17 documented instances of use irfthe . 
legislative process. Doubtless there were many other undocu- 
mented cases fostered by the extensive media coverage these 
projects received. In these and other tyfjes of w use, the case for 
the effectiveness pf AoA's research program was, persuasive. 

, The findings on the role, of the final report also differ from 
the dommonly held assumptions. We found that final, reports . 
constitute only eight percent of the products in the sample. In, 
addition to final reports, the projects produced <f77 other written 
products and 583 oral presentations.. Moreover, our data point 
to the relatiyely*minor rolejrf the final report in the utilization 
of research., FinaJ reports can, play art effective role wVen com- 
fiinecfvWith other producte. Buf /he projectsjn the samples that 
produced only finaTreports led to no practical applications. 

Jr^contrast.to the findin^.on^the fina^ B 
, indicate tffa^ with 
research utilization. Projects that : had! beeh tised by Congress 
or practitioners^ or example; wer^ presertted orally three times 




4 more often than projects that wene not used tn these ways. The 
"Trtmng of events reinforces this link. Oral presentations tended 
to ocpur prior to the reported applications of the research^ This 
is consistent with findings in related research on the importance 
of interactions between researchers and potential users during 
the early stages of a project./ Such interactions appear 1 to ^enha nee 
the likelihood that research will be used in policy, or practice. 

Our data also suggest that research conducted in "the hatfs 
of ivy" is by no means limited to abstract, theoretical exercises. 
Indeed, the projects carried out by universities generate a 
larger number of products and are used more*often by practK 
tioners than the projects carried out by otherinstitutions. This 
finding is not surprising, given the incentive structure. Univer- 
sities encourage their staff to write journaj articles and publish- 
able materials. The fact that a research project has ended does 
not aVect these incentives, More vigorous dissemination 'of 
research results outside the university setting may require incen- 
tives. 



The study also,showed that different kinds of products and 
.uses occurred at different times, over a period of six<$>r more 
years. This casts doubt on the conventional practice of evaluat- 
ing research on the basis of the final report submitted at-the 
end of the c rant. If one purpose of the evaluation is to extract 
a//.useful in formation, an adequate review would encompass 
, all of the products noted in this report, and could not reason- 
ably be undjrtaken until the third year after the award. A com- 
prehensive review could not be undertaken until after the fifth 
year. * 

These findings are only suggestive. But they would seem 
to be suff ici sntly provocative to encourage future data collec- 
tion on thes? topics. More complete data would provide better 
samples and more reliable analyses. In particular, procelures 
should be established by. the major sponsors of research \o 
monitor such data on a continuing basis. The National 1 
Institute* of Mental Health's procedure for collecting information 
on its sponsored research could serve as a model. Collecting 
the data would be relatively inexpensive. The results caarld help 



policymaker 



s and administrators to increase the payoffs of their 



sponsored research. 
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APPENDIX A: ' Procedures for Data Collection 
and Analysis 



Notes on Data Collection Procedures 

Of the 441 research awards made by AoA from 1968 through 
1980, names and addresses were available for 193 different inves- 
tigators,<covering 231 awards. (Some of the researchers had 
more than one award.) Some of the letters had incorrect or 
.inadequate addresses, and we ultimately received a total of 99 
responses out oHhe 154 letters ''accurately" sent. The response 
tate for correct mailings, therefore, was 65»percent. 

We telephoned a random sample of 13 of our non-respondents 
to determine if those who responded represented a special cate- 
gory of researchers. They did not. When asked their reason for 
not responding, eight said that they ha\J been too bOsy, three 
had asked someone else to help respond, one never received our 
letter, and one said the project was over but had never produced 
anything. 

We were also unable to use the information for 22 of the 
awards for which we received a respqnse. Eight were eliminated 
because the respondent(s) said that the project was ongoing and 
they could not yet predict the full range of products. Fourteen 
were eliminated because the information provided was too vague 
to use. 
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Sanple^ .Letter to IV-B Researchers 



AMER-Can NS'.TCTES ?C* °£S£apCh 
N the ScHAVO^At SC.E\C£S 



3 . - (DateV 



(Address) 



Dear 



Re: (Title and Award Number of Project )_ 

> * 



The Office of Research^ Demonstration and Evaluation, Administration 
•on Aging, made an award to' the American Institutes for Research {AIR), 
to establish a Gerontological Research' Institute. One of AIR's tasks is 
to conduct an external review of IV-B research products. • The results of 
the review are intended to assist IaoA in planning for the utilization 
and dissemination of IV-B research; reports and findings. The first s£ep 
in conducting the review is to develop s comprehensive inventory of IV-B 
• products and" the external uses of these products^ ' - 



Because research findings are 



packaged ,in a variety of ways and 



disseminated and used by multiple ludiences, AoA is not always aware of 
the .full impact tof a,, IV-B project. We know, for example, that some of 
the more important research findings are presented at professional 
^conferences or in testimony^ before] state and federal legislators rather 
than- in final, reports. But we'^of tenjiear* of these activities only 
* through informal channels^ To ensure that the full spectrum of IV-B 
research products, activities,, andjuses can be included in the external 
review, we hope -to enlipt your cooperation in identifying the outcomes 
of this research. 1 

' * I * 

We are interested in two types, of information— (1) direct products 
of your IV T B 'research, such- as reports, presentations and journal articles 
and (It) external uses of these products, such as media coverage or 
the citation of the research by others. The following lists are provided 
to assist you in reviewing the overall product^ , activities and uses of 
this research. The items are % suggestive pawner than exhaustive. Please 
include in your response all of £hel appropriate items/ regardless of 
whether they fit the categories given on the following Jpage. 



Direct Products of the Research 

i • Journal article or other .major publication 

• Manuscript submitted for publication 

• Final or inter in iv-B report ' " 

• Book or book chapter * 

• Presentation at professional conference - t 

• How-to annual, instruments'* tests 

« Testimony before- federal-* or , state legislators 

• Testimony before -federal, state* area or local 

• agencies (agencies on aging or other human service 
agencies) « .» 

External Uses of Research Findings 

• Citations by other researchers 

• Media coverage (press, radio, television or popular 
x magazine) * \ „• 

Practitioner use-Of^findJlhgs..(e,g. , program. development 
or modification of policy or practice) 

• Contributions to further" research 

• Follow-on grant award 

* • •Legislative use or findings < 

>u Adoption of recommendations ^ *~ — — 



We assume that most of these items are listed on your current vita. 
You need only send us a copy, with the appropriate items marked. Ifthere 
are any itens not on the vita please list them;. For your convenience, 
ye have enclosed * stamped envelope addressed to' AIR. 

„ Please note that we are writing to ..you 'as the Principal 'investigator 
of record- If responsibility for, the project has been transferred to 
another Individual, we would appreciate your forwarding this letter to 
tha appropriate person. Jl ^ • r , 

Sincerely, • 



Robert K. Yin 
Director 

^Gerontological Research Institute 



RKY/jb 



Characteristics of the Sample 



The projects included in %\^s analysis are not i 
presentative of all Title I V*B projects, 1 It Is in 



; necessarily 

representative of all Title I V*8 projects, 1 It Is impossible to 
ascertain the characteristics of those projects for whicb we 
received no response. And we dojjot haye complete informa- 
tion on all of the IV-B projects that would provide an estimate 
of sample bias. The 99 awards examined here should not, 
therefore, be considered a representative sample of all I V-B 
projects, in the traditional sense of that term. 



■ • . i 
-The extent to which our sample do^not cover specific * 
categories of projects can be seen in Tables A-C. The distribu- 
tion of projects by the year, of the first av rard is given for both 
the projects included in our sample and a I Title I V-B projects. 
The proportions are similar for most of the years, but the sample 
over-represents the recent years (1^76 through 1979), and under- 
represents earlier years. (1966-1 969, 1971 and 1974). Similarly, 
the 99 awards do not reflect exactly the distribution of the award 
amounts for all Title IV-B projects. The award ^mounts of the 
project* in our sample are generally higher. Thirty percent of the 
99 awards were for over $200,000 while only 1 5'perceht of all" 
Title I V-B awards were in this category. * , . 

^^JDne^jcJbaracteristic, th a t is mo re accu rate ly. re prese n ted by the 
sample is the proportion of projects conducted by the various 
categories of research organizations. The organization conducting 
the "research is classified as one of five types': . **' 

• university or other institution of higher education, 

• non-profit research firm, . . ' , t 

• profit-making research firm, 

• public agency or social service agency, or 



We use the terms "award" and "project" interchangeably in this report m 
for convenience. We know that some projects had more than one award 
{e.g., jhe Duke OARSproject had two). When. we were aware of sucli ' 
cases, we used only oneof the award numbers to identify the project for 
this sample. It is possible, though, that the number of awards discussed 
in this report is slightly higher than the number of projects actually 
represented by them. . T 



* • private foundation. 



In both cases, over half of trie awards represented were condu6ted 
by university researchers, about seven percent by public or social ■ 
service agencies, and 22 to 30 percent by non-profit research firms* 
Only the profit-making research firmsare unrepresented in the 
sample. - ; 



A. Distribution of Awards, by Year of Award 



PERCENT OF AWARDS t 



Year of 


Awards in Sample 


All Awards * 


Award* 


(N» 99) 


{N « 441 ) * . 


1966 • ' 


0% ' % 


1% • * 


1967 


0 


3 < 


1968 


1 


2 


r 1969 


✓T * r 


2 


1970 


2 


. 2 


1971 


1 


• 3 


°1972 


- 2 


o * 


1973 


2 


o 


1974 


2 


. 5 


1975 


1 8 * 


'6 


. 1976 


18 ( 


- , 10 < 
* 


1977 


* -16 ' & 


7 


1978 


- - 15 . ( 


12 


, 1979 


23 V 


13 * 


1980 


0 / 


5 


Unknown 


9 


29* 


t 

toYal * 


100% 


100% y 



* Award years were unknown for 9 of the awards in the • 
sample, and 128 of the total. We suspect that the unknown 
years fall primarily before 1975, when AoA's record keep- 
ing' procedures changed. 



c 



B. Distribution 6f Awards, by Size of Award' 



PERCENT OF AWARDS 



Amount of 
Award 


Awards in Sample 
(N » 99) 


All Awards' 
(N » 441 ) 


Under $100,000 


35% * 


- 27% 


. .$100^)00- 199,999 


24 


19 


$200,000 - 299,999 


18 * 


9 


. $300,000- 399,999 


3 


3. 


$400,000^499,999. _ 


5 


- 2 


$500,005 and over 


3 


1 


Unknown 


11 


38 


TOTAL 


; 100% 


. 100% 



, C, Distribution of Awards by Type of Organization . ^ 



Type of Organization 
University 

Non-Profit Research Firm 
Profit-rVtekirig Research Firm** 
Public or Social Service Agency 
Private Foundation 
Unknown 



PERCENT OF AWARDS- 



AWards in Sample 
(N-99) 

61% 

.0 

6 * 

2 ' 
1 



All Awards 
(N-441) 

55% 
> 22 
. 2 
6 
4 

/l2 



TOTAL 



100% 



100% 



3 
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V * * 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. EDUCATION. ANO WELFARE 

public health service 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OP" MENTAL HEAVTH 
O" VISION OF4XTRAMURAL RESEARCH PROGRAMS 

FINAL REPORT GUIDELINES 



FORM AW>RoVtO 
OMnwO <l RU52 



MoflthYOf 

I III I 

101) (02) <03) (Q*> 



INSTRUCTIONS 



1 PHS policy requires that grantees submit a "terminal 
progrrti" report" (final report} within 90 days after 
completion of the grant. 

Please complete thts series of items as this final report 
The report will be filed with your applications, reports 
and other grant business in NIMH s centra) files It wilt 
bje read by staff in research program attas. and may be 
read by other Institute staff concerned with program 
analysis, communication, evaluation and planning The 
report will be used for information about your research. 
»«.. to describe and summarize the information (proce- 
dure* as we// as substantive) resulting from NIMH 
support, and to relate that information to mental health 
problems and research Your report will of ten* be used 
apart -from your application, however, other documents, 
such as publications and applications, will be available 
♦ from the project file if needed, 



These guidelines have been designed with relatively small 
response spaces to encourage brevity However, do not 
restrict your response if more space is needed be com- 
plete, using additional labeled pages inserted where 
necessary (sample pay* Included*) Extensive descrip- 
tions and discussions, if desired, should be made in 
addition to your summary response to the item, and 
should be placed as appendices* Discussions of issues not 
covered^ by these guidelines are also welcome as appen 
dices. Use clear, concise language, avoiding highly 
technical language where practicable (this vvill very for 
different types of research), appendices could be more 
• technical than responses to the items 

All publications resulting from this project, and not 
previously submitted, should be submitted with thts 
report (or es soon as available), see the section on 
Oissemtnatton. Publications should not be used in lieu of 
responses to particular items 



Send copies of this report and alt appendices as indicated below. 



Small. Grants (ROTs) 
. Send 20 Copies * 



All Other Grants 

Send 3 copies-* 



FOR NIMH USE ONLY 



Mental Health Services DeveXopaent Branch 
Division of Meyftal Health Service Prograss 
National Institute of Mental' Health 
5d00 Ffshers Lane, Rooa 11C-17 
Rockville, Maryland 20857 



Send two copies t»n/ «• *"r ww>//n,/w»o 



drineh/Steiion 



2 Vitl£6f gaan* 



administrative 

•DATA: 

•(NOTE: II ttems 1-4 
* A*vr ctwyKJ, five the 
l*t*tT inform* no* I 



$> 

.ADM 442 
R»v. 2'7S 



I. GRANT NUMBER 



(051 (00 (Omol) tOt) CO) (II) 113) |U) It*) 

3. nam^Of principal investigator 



*. SPONSORING INSTITUTION 



510NA,TUrEoJ PRINCIPAL iNN/EiTiOAToA 



i. NAUg Am 6 POsiTloN of pgtisoH wftlTINo This 

REPORT If 1 OTHER THAN ITEM J 



, poNTiNve on Reverse side 
9" " 



PRIC 



35 



39' 



IT 



AIMS Of 
TKt PROJICTi 

'proium 

feTUOUO) 



GRANT NUMBER 



6. t)«cribt brnfly the sptafic Jims of your project, indicating major changes in direction 
'from the^pginal imu' * 



* 1' ' 



**WerV the aims pursued a$ Qrigitotty formvbttd? 



* fOYes 
.2GNo 



TYU Of*. 
ftlMARCH: 



8. In general, how would you shtrtcterue your research? 
v (Rank any multiple answers,.using "1" a* most appropriate) 



'{?« Q Hypothesis development 

(17) G Hypothesis testing 

lit G Development or refinement' 
of methodology . 



MM' O Gathering of data; « g.. surveys 
<tt» □ Other (Sptcifyl: " '* 



AOM~447* 
Rtv. 2-75* 



•40v 



IvERJC 



GRANT NUMBER: 



/ . 



CONOUCT 
• OF 
RESEARCH; 



■i 



9. '„ D«br»be the methodo/ogy wed in your reswdi. including chjtlgerisljci of any wnple uied: 



10. Did you hevtJignif want technic*! mefcodologicel ditfteuUitii » . ' 

,„ - (Exemfitef neceaery meesurement tools undeveloped; unexpected inedequetejhte Use} 

It vet describe. *id explun how you deeltwlth them." VV* » J jDYe* 

• . . 1 j Dno 



11/ s DkJyouhtveitgn»fK»nip/«f/cj/op^^ 

» * (Exempt**: trouble with equipment; lost of Simple or den; difficulties with coopereting >. 



// y«. describe, end explu'n how you deeit with them. 



□ Yes 

"Vr J 

2 DNo% 



i}, , AOM-442 
R«v«2-75* 



. PAOE.3. 



CONTINUE ON REVERSE SIDE t^- 



'4^ 



•ERIC 



« 4i 



GRANT NUMBER 



lContu*Md} 



13.* 0 id yoo Hrt^other firings not direct related to th« specif* aims ("serendipitous findings")? 

if yes. detent*: , ^ J □ Yti 

2 □ NO 



"A 



- I 



14. \How do the ov*** ///**//» of yoer project tit into these descriptions? ■> , 
fl/ yoa multiple expectations or hypotheses, best your response □ Corrfi rmi ng your hypotheses 
on the predominant trend of the results). * or expectations (24) 

□ Disproving your hypotheses 

**■ *' i or f XpKUtlOftt (2S) 

□ Inconclusive <2«) 



Oid your research result to significant methodofogtcel developments? 
-If yes t describft 



1 



2 □ No 



AOM 44?* 
RtY.2-75 



—CONTINUE ON Vf *S£ -S/Of ^ - 



GRANT NUMBER 




AOM-442^ 



16. *coww^WYOtfdeieribe~th>imp^ 

(ft*nk eny multiple >nswtn, using 'J~ as most tpproprntt) 



<^?^C30p*q»ng op a new lint of research nm Q Providing ficts ready for application 

< w UContnbuting to the knowledge base w a ,,eld 

ofthefieW % on Dlndicativeof a "dead-end" line of pursuit 



17 Do you have immediate plans for further research m this area? 
If yes, dumb* * , 



1 OYes 

2 Qno V 



18. Beyond your awn plan*, whai is your opinion of the future directions this research area 
should taker 



19. Do you have specific suggestions (experiments'ceutions; etc) for other research . , ("Iy** 
inthisarea? * * * ■ - 11 « 

If yes, describe: ' » 2 DNo 



* • J* 



44 



40 



GRANT NUMBEf* 



IMPLICATIONS 



20. 



In services R & D we are particularly interested 
in any practice or policy utilisation of your 
findings - not by researchers but by service 
providers . Arc you aware of uses of yout 
findings? yes,' describe, and check the type 
of impact which best characterizes the iapact 
of your research at 'this time. Please use < 
continuation page. if appropriate. 



a Yes 

G No 



1 

OSo*c)f«c< t't'/Kion 
'Zj General field impact 



21. ^»,an appendix. Uilstt publications (and articles accepted for publication) rewlt.ng from 
* " thu protect. Send any pjbtications which hive not already been submitted as sppendices. 

with qt*M number indicated on each (Set instructions, ptge 1. rtgirdmg submission of books) 



22. 



DISSEMINATION: 



Did ypu engage in any activities to promote the 
diffusion and utilization of your project results? ^ 
Examples of such activities are speeches, conferences, 
action consultations, etc*. If /ea, please describe and/or 
list each activity. Please use continuation page if 
appropriate. 



□Yes 
GNo 



23. The official PHS policy indicates that if results incorporated in the report have 

been submitted for publication but not yet published, contents of the report i G Yes 

will, as far as possible, be held av restricted information for n^monthi unless nfj Q ' 

-the investigate igr ees to an earlier release Do you request this restriction? — o* 



See instructions, page l.pi'egrsph 3. 
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Bellos, N.S. Testimony/ before the U.S. Senate, Special Committee 
on Aging, October 1p69. 

i 

Block, M. "Domestic Violence and the Older Woman." U.S. 
Senate, Committee on Domestic Violence, Boston, MA, April 
1979. 

Block, M. "Protection from Domestic Violence." U.S. Senate 
- — CunmnUtfe^wBJuUU^i-PHM^ Mnrr.h. 
1979. ; * v I 

broody, EM. Testimony! to the U.S. House of Representatives, 
Select Committee bit Aging, June^4^980.^ ~* - 

Clark, R.L. "Early Retirement Incentives and Governmenr 
Policies.". Hearings before the U.S. House of Representatives, 
Committee on Ways and Means, Subiommittee on Oversight, 
September 10,1980. - ^ * f . 

Cowgill, D.O. ."The Future-Location of the Elderly Population 
Withia Metropolitan Areas/' Statement at the Joint Hearing 
before the U.S. House of Representatives, Select Committee 
on Population and the Select Cpmmjttee on Aging on the 
.Consequences of Changing U.S. Population: Demographics 

. * of Aging, May 24, 1 978. 

Cunningham, C. "Crfmes Against the Aging." Testimony before 
. the U.S. Senate, Joint Congressional Committee, Special 
Committee on Aging and the U.S. House of Representatives, t 
■ ^.Select Committee on Aging, February 1978. 

Gerbner, G., Gross, L, Signorielli, N., & Morgan, M. "Aging 
^ With. Television: What Viewers See and Whatjhey See." 
US. House pf, Representatives, Select Committee on Aging', 
Los Angeles Hearing, April 26, 1980. 




Raitano, I. Testimony beforerthe U.S. Senate, Committee on 
Funding for Family Care pi Chronicah>lU^mily Members. 
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Revis,J. "Home Care Services for Older Americans: Planning 
._4ofcthe,.Futuce*lLTe^ SgecjaJ ^ 

Committee on Aging, May 1979. , - # , "* 

Schmidt, W. "Health Care for Older Americans: The 'Altema^ 
tives' Issue." Testimony before the U.S. SenateJSpecfai 
Committee on Aging, 95th Congress, I s^Sessjon, November 

23, 1977. 1 / ^ ' 

* - 

Steinberg, R. Testimony at hearings for the reauthorization 

* of the Oldpr Americans Ant, LLS. Seftatp, Human Resources 

Committee, Subcommittee on Aging, 1978. 

* I 

Storey, J. Testimony to the U<S. House of Representatives, ./ 
» Ways and Means Subcommittee on Oversight, September" 10, 
"1980. 

II. PUBLISHED BOOKS 

" . ? 
Dowd, J.J. Stratification Among the Aged: An Analysis of Power 
and Dependency. Monterey, CA: Brooks Cole^ 1980. 

Fogel, R„ Hatfield, E., Kiesler, S., & Shanes, E. (Eds.') 4$r//7$r: 

The Family, Stability and Change. New York: Academic 
, Press, forthcoming. 

Gilbert, N. & Specht, H. Coordination of Social Services: Ah 
Analysis of Community Organizational and Staff Cparacter- 
Istlcs. New York: Praeger, 1977. J . /. 

Holm'es t M. 8( Hblmes, D. (Eds.) 77?e Handbook ofj Human 

Services for Older Parsons. New York:»Humap/Sciencfes Press, 
. 1979. 

Kutza^ E.A. The Benefits of Old Age: Social Welfare Policies 

for the Elderly. Chicago: University of Chicago Pres£, 1981. 

* •> 

Lawton, M.P. Community Housing Choices for Older Americans. 
New York: Springer Publishing Co.,1981. 

Lehner, TJ. The Older Americans, Issues In. State Services. 
Lexington, KY: .The Cquncirdf State.Govemments. * . 



Sager, A Planning flome Care for the Elderly. Cambridge, MA: ^ 

L.:^iynger;i1|8l, — : , , ^ 

Schmidt, W.C., Jr. & Miller, K.,.et. ^Public Guardianship and 1 * 

the Elderly. Cambridge*,:|VIA: Ballinger, 1980. 

** * l 

Schutz, H.G., Bai.rd, P.C., & Hawkes, G.R. Lifestyles and Con- K . 

sumer Behavior of Older Americans. -JNIew York: Praeger, % . 
' 1977. ; , . * \ ' m 

Stanf nrrl, E.P. Policy Implications for Hispanic Elderly, San. , 



Diego, CA: Campanile Press, forthcoming. 



III. TELEVISION STATIONS THAT FEATURED AoA-FUNDEB 
. RESEARCH 

Baltimore, MD- Channel 11 * .** 

" "Baltimore, MD - WBFF, Channel 45 
Baltimore, MD » WBAL(NBC), ^Hello,.Baltimore" ' ~ 
« program t » , 

, BetHesda, MD»~ Channel 20, "Newsprobe" program ' 
/ # Canada- Canadian Broadcasting Corporation 
Los /^ngeles^A - ABC News 
Los. Angelas] "CA - CBS News 
* New York, NY - NBC News » - 
: New York, N^ r CBS News ' * * : \ 

New York, TslY ~ NBC, '"Prime Time Saturday" prpgram 1* 
s " New York, [siV -.NBC, "Prime of Your Life" program " 
Sacramento, CA ~ "Sacramento Mfcgazirie" program . 
Washington, DC D.C. Education Television, "Never GiveT 

up" . rm - . ■ . ■ •< 

Washington, DC »WDVM,(CBS), "Morningbreak"Vograrti, 
Washington/DC - WRC (CBS); "Surjday Supplement" \ . 

program. . . _ * \ <\ ^ 

National - NBC, "Quincy" program 
National - Newsweek ^oadcasjing, "Today's.Womaji''_ „ 
< - . program- • , * * \ . /* r- 



I? ' 



IV. NEWSPAPERS THAT FEATURED AoA-FUNDED RESEARCH 



- 7 "-^ 



v . ,s 



Associatejd Press • 
United! Press International' « , , J 

* -Ann Arbor News , * 

Baltimore^u/ritey » j 1 

Christian Science Monitor ' ,V 

Columbia, Missouri Da/// Tribune^ 
o .Columbia,' Missouri 777ne$ , ~ 
Detroit Free Press 



Ellic p tt Cit Y . M a ry l and 77,m gg- 



. ; 5 



Kansas City Star 
Miami Herald ' 
New York Times 
Oregonian * 
Oregon Journal 



Prince George^ Journal . , . / 



Sacramento Observer 
Tampa Tribune 
Washington Post 1 
^•Washington Star 



V. PROJECTS THAT RECEI VED TELEVISION AND RADIO 
COVERAGE^ 

«• • ** ' 

• Reducing the Effects of Crime .Against the Elderly 
.'('93P75190) t * 

• Maltreatment and Abuse of the Elderly (90A1664) 

• The Battered EldecSyndrpme;{90A1674K _ . - 

• Incentives and Family .Environments for the Elderly. 
(90A316) . \ 

•^Individual and ^mrnuni^ Compete^ce: AStudyjjf ^ 
' the Successfufaess of Coping Mechanisms of th^Jfeged * . x 
/ (90A520) ; ' : . : * , ' v 

Life Styles of the Apirig;arid;C6hsumer Behavior 



^4 





* '•'*■': 


X s 

» ~ ' -> 

{ . 


• Yoga and Relaxation-Meditation as Preventive Health ♦ - 

r "XarTforBlackr Hispanic; and White^OlderPersons if • ' * ; 
(90AR2056) . 

• Conceptualizing Quality Terminal Care for the Elderly 
(90AR2063) 

• Retirement Age Policies and Employment Opportunities 
(90A1739) 


* — - ■ 

t 

> 


• Funding Practices, Policies, and Performance of State 

and Area Agencies: A Study of the Correlates .of Senior i ' « 

Power, Environmental, and Organizational Variablei|So 

(90A979) ' » ^85 • \ 

■ ■ s . . \ . ■ i 

• The Minority-Retiree: An Untapped Resource ; 
(90AR2108) * . ' » 

• The Impact of Suburbanization on the Needs of Older 
Americans (90A1366) * 

VI. THE PROJECTS THAT PRODUCED OR HAVE BEEN THE 

BASIS Of NEWSPAPER ARTICLES % \ 


? 

• <* 


** ' 
• Home Health Care Among the Black Elderly (90A1291) 




• Informal Social Networks in Suppprt of Elderly BlackV 
' in the-Black Belt of the U.S. (90A1 290) 


. ■ - - r - - 


• Techniques of Social Service Provision to the Minority 
^Aged (90A1298) ~ — - * ^ 




• Aging with Television (90A1299) 1 * . ' 




• Aged and Pre-Aged Women: Analysis of Needs (90A1 01 5) 

m AmericafV^Values and the Elderly (90A1 325) j 




; < ■ # The Impact^ Suburbanization on the Needs of Older - 

Americans (90A1 366) n_ ' 
1 " . . v " . J : . ' 

' • The Battered Elder Syndrome (90A1 674)* ? , 
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• Retirement Age Policies anchEmployment Opportunities 
ff — {90A1J39L; — lj : — _ 

• A Study of Programs Affecting the Elderly as 
Constituents: A National Aging Policy (90A660) A^P\ 

• Yoga arid Relaxation-Mutation and PreventTveS4ealtb 
Care for Black, Hispanic, and White Older Persons 
(90AR2056) - 

• Impact of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1$64 on 
Nursing Home Integration in Three East Coast States 

y (90AR2072) ~~ - 

• Reducing the Effects of Crime Against the Elderly 
(90P75190) ^ 

• Multidisciplinar/Ce^iterof GerontologV<(90A1234) 
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